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REMARKS 

Applicants would like to thank Examiner Robert Zeman for the very courteous 
and helpful discussion held with their representative on June 29, 2006. 

During the discussion, the Examiner identified the specrfic claim language he found 
objectionable and suggested new language to obviate the rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 
112, first and second paragraphs. 

For the sake of clarity, previously pending claims 1-9 and 23-37 were canceled and 
replaced by new claims 38-60. New claims 38-60 fully adopt all of the Examiner's 
suggestions. 

Claim Relectlons - 35 U.S.C, S 112, Second Paragraph 

Although Applicants respectfully traverse the Examiner's rejection of canceled 
claims 1-9 and 23-37 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which Applicants 
regards as the invention, this rejection has been rendered moot by the cancellation of 
these claims. 

Moreover, new claims 38-60, which replace canceled claims 1-9 and 23-37, do not 
contain any of the language regarded by the Examiner as being unclear. (For the 
Examiner's reference, new independent claim 38 corresponds to canceled independent 
claim 1, and new independent claim 42 corresponds to canceled independent claim 5.) 
Accordingly, withdrawal of this ground of rejection is respectfully requested. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U,S>C, S 112. First Paragraph 

Although Applicants respectfully traverse the Examiner's enablement rejection of 
canceled claims 1-4 and 24-26 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph, this rejection has 
been rendered moot by the cancellation of these claims. 

Moreover, new claims 38-41 and 47-49, which replace canceled claims 1-4 and 24- 
26, recite flow cytometry. Accordingly, withdrawal of this ground of rejection is respectfully 
requested. 
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New Claim 61 

As discussed during the interview, Applicants respectfully submit that the subject 
matter of new claim 61, which recites a two-step hemolysis procedure, is patentable for at 
least the reasons set forth in Applicants's prior Response filed on May 5, 2005. 
Accordingly, favorable consideration of this claim Is respectfully requested. 

Conclusion 

In view of the Amendment and Remarks set forth above, Applicants respectfully 
submit that the claimed Invention Is in condition for allowance. Early notification to such 
effect is earnestly solicited. 

If for any reason the Examiner feels that the above Amendment and Remarks do 
not put the claims in condition to be allowed, and that a further discussion would be 
helpful, it is respectfully requested that the Examiner contact the undersigned agent 
directly at (312)-321-4257. 



BRINKS HOFER GILSON & LIONE 
P.O. BOX 10395 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60610 
(312) 321^200 
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Respectfully submitted 



GregorHH. ZaylaC/ C 
Registration No, 48,059 
Agent for Applicants 




